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Plate 2: Overview of the southeast corner of the proposed warehouse site, facing northwest. 

Plate 3: Overview of the off-site driveway improvement area, facing southwest. 
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Also noted during the survey of the proposed warehouse site were the remains of a loose 
gravel/asphalt road which crosses the property in an east to west trajectory and a five-foot by five-
foot concrete (resurfaced) slab with a modern galvanized steel standpipe/spigot (Plate 4).  All 
elements of the gravel road and concrete slab and spigot appear actively maintained and modern.  
However, aspects of both features are visible on aerial photographs from 1949/1953: the access 
road follows the alignment identified on the historic aerial photograph, and a possible irrigation 
feature is present in the general area of the concrete slab.  As such, they were recorded on the 
appropriate 523 series DPR forms and have been given the permanent site number P-33-028621 
(Confidential Appendix).  Due to their continued utilization and modification, Site P-33-028621 
does not qualify as a significant resource under CEQA, but does further illustrate the use of the 
property for agriculture during the late twentieth century.  Although the survey did identify historic 
features that likely date to the early 1950s, no archaeological sites or artifacts were discovered.  

 

 
 
 
Focused property research indicates that the gravel road and irrigation feature are mid-

twentieth century agricultural features located at the periphery of the Coudures agricultural 
property.  Although the Coudures family owned a considerable amount of land in the area, these 
two features do not represent any significant aspect of their former land holdings.  Further, research 
into other individuals who owned portions of the APE before the Coudures family failed to identify 
anybody of importance to the region.  The gravel access road and concrete slab with a modern 

Plate 4: Overview of the modern standpipe within the proposed warehouse site, facing west. 
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spigot are common examples of features associated with the agricultural use of the area during the 
late twentieth century.  They are not associated with the early agricultural development of the area 
nor instrumental to the early development of the Coudures agricultural properties, as there is no 
record of them prior to 1949/early 1950s.  Further, these two features possess no further research 
potential beyond their recordation and do not maintain any integrity, as they have obviously been 
continuously modified and upgraded through the decades to facilitate their steady use.  Therefore, 
the features do not qualify as significant resources under CEQA.   

 
VI. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 

The cultural resources study for the IDI Project, including the off-site driveway 
improvement area, did not identify any significant cultural resources within the property.  The EIC 
records search listed 18 cultural resource sites within a one-mile radius of the project and off-site 
driveway improvement area; however, no resources have been recorded within the APE.  
Furthermore, 41 studies have been conducted within one mile of the project and off-site driveway 
improvement area, including six that intersect the APE (Love and Tang 1999; Harrison 2003; Tang 
et al. 2007; Fulton 2014; Ballester 2015; Jew and McDougall 2017).  The previous studies on and 
near the APE did not identify any resources within the current project and off-site driveway 
improvement area.  During the current survey, two historic features, a loose gravel access road and 
a concrete slab with a modern spigot likely dating to the early 1950s, were identified within the 
APE.  However, they do not qualify as significant resources under CEQA.  Therefore, as a result 
of the documented land use of the property, the research results, and the current archaeological 
survey, no significant cultural resources are associated with the project and the off-site driveway 
improvement area. 

Although no significant archaeological resources were discovered on the property during 
the field survey, there still remains the potential for resources to be discovered during project 
construction activities.  As a result, the City of Perris requires the monitoring of construction sites 
by a professional archaeologist.  The project is subject to the cultural resources mitigation 
measures from the Perris Valley Commerce Center Specific Plan (PVCCSP) Environmental 
Impact Report as updated by the City.  The current measures are as follows: 

 
1.  The project developer shall retain a professional archaeologist prior to the issuance of 

grading permits.  The task of the archaeologist shall be to monitor the initial ground-
altering activities at the subject site and off-site project improvement areas for the 
unearthing of previously unknown archaeological and/or cultural resources.  Selection 
of the archaeologist shall be subject to the approval of the City of Perris Director of 
Development Services and no grading activities shall occur at the site or within the off-
site project improvement areas until the archaeologist has been approved by the City.  
The archaeological monitor shall be responsible for maintaining daily field notes and a 
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photographic record, and for reporting all finds to the developer and the City of Perris 
in a timely manner.  The archaeologist shall be equipped to record and salvage cultural 
resources that may be unearthed during grading activities.  The archaeologist shall be 
empowered to temporarily halt or divert grading equipment to allow recording and 
removal of the unearthed resources.   
 
In the event that archaeological resources are discovered at the project site or within 
the off-site project improvement areas, the handling of the discovered resources will 
differ.  However, it is understood that all artifacts, with the exception of human remains 
and related grave goods or sacred/ceremonial objects, belong to the property owner.  
All artifacts discovered at the development site shall be inventoried and analyzed by 
the professional archaeologist.  If any artifacts of Native American origin are 
discovered, all activities in the immediate vicinity of the find (within a 50-foot radius) 
shall stop and the project proponent and project archaeologist shall notify the City of 
Perris Planning Division, the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians, the Soboba Band of 
Luiseño Indians, and any other tribes identified by the NAHC as being affiliated with 
the area.  A designated Native American observer from one of the tribes identified by 
the NAHC as being affiliated with the area shall be retained to help analyze the Native 
American artifacts for identification as everyday life and/or religious or sacred items, 
cultural affiliation, temporal placement, and function, as deemed possible.  The 
significance of Native American resources shall be evaluated in accordance with the 
provisions of CEQA and shall consider the religious beliefs, customs, and practices of 
the Luiseño tribes.  All items found in association with Native American human 
remains shall be considered grave goods or sacred in origin and subject to special 
handling. 
 
Native American artifacts that are relocated/reburied at the project site would be subject 
to a fully executed relocation/reburial agreement with the assisting Native American 
tribes or bands.  This shall include measures and provisions to protect the reburial area 
from any future impacts.  Relocation/reburial shall not occur until all cataloging and 
basic recordation have been completed.  Native American artifacts that cannot be 
avoided or relocated at the project site shall be prepared in a manner for curation at an 
accredited curation facility in Riverside County that meets federal standards per 36 
CFR Part 79 and makes the artifacts available to other archaeologists/researchers for 
further study such as UCR Archaeological Research Unit or the Western Science 
Center (WSC) curation facility in Hemet, California.  If more than one Native 
American group is involved with the project and they cannot come to an agreement as 
to the disposition of Native American artifacts, they shall be curated at the WSC by 
default.  The archaeological consultant shall deliver the Native American artifacts, 



A Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for the IDI Project 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 
 

31 

including title, to the accredited curation facility within a reasonable amount of time 
along with the fees necessary for permanent curation.  Non-Native American artifacts 
shall be inventoried, assessed, and analyzed for cultural affiliation, personal affiliation 
(prior ownership), function, and temporal placement. Subsequent to analysis and 
reporting, these artifacts will be subjected to curation or returned to the property owner, 
as deemed appropriate. 
 
Once grading activities have ceased or the archaeologist, in consultation with the 
designated Native American observer, determines that monitoring is no longer 
necessary, monitoring activities can be discontinued following notification to the City 
of Perris Planning Division.  A report of findings, including an itemized inventory of 
recovered artifacts, shall be prepared upon completion of the steps outlined above.  The 
report shall include a discussion of the significance of all recovered artifacts.  The report 
shall provide evidence that any Native American and non-Native American 
archaeological resources recovered during project development have been avoided, 
reburied, or curated at an accredited curation facility. A copy of the report shall also be 
filed with the EIC and submitted to the Pechanga Band of Luiseño Indians, the Soboba 
Band of Luiseño Indians, and any other Native American groups involved with the 
project. 
 

2.  In the event that human remains (or remains that may be human) are discovered at the 
project site or the off-site driveway improvement area during grading or earthmoving, 
the construction contractors, the project archaeologist and/or designated Native 
American observer shall immediately stop all activities within 100 feet of the find.  The 
project proponent shall then inform the Riverside County medical examiner and the 
City of Perris Planning Division immediately, and the medical examiner shall be 
permitted to examine the remains as required by California Health and Safety Code 
Section 7050.5(b). 
 
If the medical examiner determines that the remains are of Native American origin, the 
coroner would notify the NAHC, which will identify the “Most Likely Descendent” 
(MLD).  Despite the affiliation with any Native American representatives at the site, 
the NAHC’s identification of the MLD will stand.  The MLD shall be granted access 
to inspect the site of the discovery of Native American human remains and may 
recommend to the project proponent means for treatment or disposition, with 
appropriate dignity of the human remains and any associated grave goods.  The MLD 
shall complete his or her inspection and make recommendations or preferences for 
treatment within 48 hours of being granted access to the site.  The disposition of the 
remains will be determined in consultation between the project proponent and the 
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MLD.  In the event that the project proponent and the MLD are in disagreement 
regarding the disposition of the remains, California state law will apply and the 
mediation and decision process will occur with the NAHC (see Public Resources Code 
Section 5097.98(e) and 5097.94(k)). 
 
The specific locations of Native American burials and reburials will be proprietary and 
not disclosed to the general public.  The locations will be documented by the consulting 
archaeologist in conjunction with the various stakeholders and a report of findings will 
be filed with the EIC. 
 
If the human remains are determined to be other than Native American in origin, but 
still of archaeological value, the remains will be recovered for analysis and subject to 
curation or reburial at the expense of the project proponent.  If deemed appropriate, the 
remains will be recovered by the Riverside County medical examiner and handled 
through the medical examiner’s office.  Coordination with the Riverside County 
medical examiner would be through the City of Perris and in consultation with the 
various stakeholders.   
 

VII. CERTIFICATION 
 
 I hereby certify that the statements furnished above and in the attached exhibits present the 
data and information required for this archaeological report, and that the facts, statements, and 
information presented are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, and have been 
compiled in accordance with CEQA criteria as defined in Section 15064.5. 
 
 
        February 7, 2019 
 Brian F. Smith      Date 
 Principal Investigator 
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